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Where protester a l l e g e s  t h a t  it s h o u l d  have  
been  awarded t h e  c o n t r a c t  b u t  f a i l s  t o  t a k e  
any  e x c e p t i o n  w i t h  t h e  a g e n c y ' s  e v a l u a t i o n  o f  
p r o p o s a l s ,  protest  is p r o p e r l y  dismissed f o r  
f a i l u r e  to  s t a t e  a basis  f o r  protest .  

The Dunham Tool Company, I n c  (TDTC) protests  t h e  award 
o f  a c o n t r a c t  t o  t h e  Warner  and Swasey Company (WSC) u n d e r  
s o l i c i t a t i o n  N o .  USM85-22 i s s u e d  by t h e  Depar tment  o f  t h e  
T r e a s u r y .  TDTC al leges  t h a t  i t  s h o u l d  h a v e  been  awarded t h e  
c o n t r a c t  and c o m p l a i n s  t h a t  T r e a s u r y  s h o u l d  have  s p e n t  more 
t i m e  e v a l u a t i n g  i t s  p r o p o s a l .  

Under our Bid P r o t e s t  R e g u l a t i o n s ,  4 C.F.R. 
s 2 1 . l ( c ) ( 4 )  ( 1 9 8 5 ) ,  a protest f i l e d  w i t h  o u r  O f f i c e  must  
set f o r t h  a d e t a i l e d  s t a t e m e n t  o f  t h e  l e g a l  and f a c t u a l  
g r o u n d s  f o r  p r o t e s t .  TDTC was d e b r i e f e d  by T r e a s u r y  and t h e  
r e c o r d  shows t h a t  it s u b m i t t e d  t h e  lowest cost proposal b u t  
t h a t  i t s  t e c h n i c a l  proposal was n o t  rated h i g h l y .  Al though 
a r g u i n g  t h a t  i t  s h o u l d  be  awarded t h e  c o n t r a c t ,  TDTC h a s  n o t  
a l l e g e d  t h a t  t h e  e v a l u a t i o n  o f  i t s  proposal was n o t  p r o p e r l y  
c o n d u c t e d  n o r  h a s  t h e  f i r m  i n  any  way q u e s t i o n e d  T r e a s u r y ' s  
e v a l u a t i o n  of WSC's proposal. I n  a n e g o t i a t e d  p rocuremen t ,  
award need  n o t  be made t o  t h e  lowest cost o f f e r o r  and a b s e n t  
e v i d e n c e  t h a t  TDTC's proposal was n o t  p r o p e r l y  e v a l u a t e d  or 
t h a t  t h e  award was n o t  made i n  conformance  w i t h  t h e  
s o l i c i t a t i o n ' s  e v a l u a t i o n  c r i t e r i a ,  w e  have  no basis t o  
c o n s i d e r  t h i s  matter. 

F u r t h e r m o r e ,  w h i l e  TDTC h a s  a l l e g e d  t h a t  t h e  agency  
s h o u l d  h a v e  a l l o t t e d  more t i m e  for t h e  e v a l u a t i o n  of propos- 
a l s ,  TDTC h a s  n o t  i n d i c a t e d  why t h e  e v a l u a t i o n  c o u l d  n o t  
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have been completed in the timeframe set by the agency. 
Accordingly, the protest is dismissed for failure to state a 
basis for protest. 
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